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REMARKS 

This Application has been reviewed ssi light of the Office Action mailed Jsouary 18, 
2011, Ai She un^e of the Omee A^tioi^, aaims I -10, 19. 22-30, 32 and 34-44 were pending, 
and Claims i 148, 20~2 L 31 and 33 ^vere previously caKCcikd. All pending Claims 14, 19, 
22-30, 32 ss^d 32-44 wer«? s^«0tj;ain ths Ote A&tkmmd Claim 10 was objected to. 

Clmm h 22-23, 25-3^5, 32, 39, 41, mdM^tQ hmm mmmiXMmX H 36, 
md 42 sre emilijd without prejudice, o? disclaimer; ajjd new HJdependsm Ckim 45 and 46 
are added. Appiieantg j-sspectl%lly f<jquest recoTiSlderstlori m4 allowance of ail jseiKl^ng 
cMms In view of the smen^met^s set losth above ancJ the feUowini 

fMf^}lBM&M^MM MS$^^^ ^' " New Claims 4$ jt^^^ 46. 

Examiner indicated that dependent Claim 10 is ailov^sble. Thus, Applieanls have 
added new ?ndepe?i<ieM Claims 45 and 46, which incorporate the limitation of Claim iO into 
kdspendenf Claims s and 39, respectively. Accosxlingly, Applicants submit that mm Claims 
45 and 4^,:m m coisditioa % allowance.. 

Independent Cfeims 1, 21 32, a^d 39 were reiected under 35 U.S,C. §J03ia) as being 
unpstentable over ^.^/vriApplleams' Adit^lttod I'rior Ait) in vi&^ of Si^^mmmilJ.S.fmsi 
4,493,156). 

Although Applie^sms do not agree with tije^ rejectionSs .-^ppUcants toe atrtsftded 
Ci&ims 1, 22, 32, and 39 to: fbrtfter dMnpisb frntn the cited njferesce& For example, 
amended Glakr I recites: 

I . A method for detaciiing a froxeii chsrgs &on^ th*; isoer wall of a 
grfedlag pipe mmm^ trntsMi-Ahoui ^ hmtmnP^ ^xi» of rotalieR, 
frosen cbarge being forated daring a standstill of the giindtBg pipe aad 
feavlag a setter of gravity pssitloned m » Mi\rtmg position below tfee 
.bodzoml axis of rotation, tiw ni«thod comprising the steps of 

M>M a startMg posldoa m wliicis mMer of g^avitj^ of the 

fro^ea efsarge Is posllioaed is ifee starting positions betow tise liorfeontal 

axis of rotanoss, cornroliiog a drive: devics of the grinding pipe to control 
ti^c angi£ of fetation asd the speed of r&tation of tlio grmdiag pipe: asid 
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varying the spge4 of retslfon of ihe gra^dingjsipe bs' the drive device 
such that tlie varbd rotstlotjal speed creates detsicltsiig forces caused by 
merisa to aci oj^ the frozen cimrge, the detaehing forces created by the vaicd 
K>ist!ona] speed causing tl^e ftwm charp to dstaeh from tte kinm wall of 
the grinding pspe, wiserelis g saasiisiiBsi v&tm M ike 0f r^tetsoK 
afjeist the «|$irll55g poslMois js stteied ^mailer titas JSO**, 

The smciid&d ismitaMons are su^psrted in the original d|sclos«m e.g., af page 7 
Figures. 

Ss^girmm: does s^ot teach tlisese limitations. Siegmam ^sls to teaeh a ^ipeiiMsfaf^tig 
pmmm fer ths mmm of the dmm, or c<mtroi!5J>g the angle of Tcrfatian about & specml 
sartiag positim^. Fyrther, Skgmam ma ixy tsmh & nmtioti starting position tl^at Is (ie^md 
&V thepi^sMan qf the center iif'grnviiy efthefmzen charge (le,, hehnv the himmttai axis 
qftvtmkm &fthe dmm), which f;'Oi\£n charge builds up duris^g a staadstiil of the grinding 
pipe. Instead, Sie"/?/;:?;;^ teaches ihe formation of a dry filter cslie during rotation of a vertical 
dmm, ^vtiereiii ihe filter cake ^^fSiegmann is located unllbrntly about the Mi^er sttflice 0f the 
vertical; drum. The iimitationS: regard isig, tlto center of gravity of the frozm ehafge being 
positismed m s stasting posstioh below the hOTiz;ontsl asia «f rqtatpn we eompletely 
in-elevant to tl^at uses a vertieal drum, as mmegsmtm. 

Appiicatits' inveRtion addresses sn impoftant ismt of pm-mimg imm0 to the 
grindltsg pipe dermg ths deisehmeht of the froxen charge frctm the inner wall of the grinding 
pipe. lluiS, ti^e dennition of dse starting position for a rotational movement of the pipe to 
detacii tlic ti'osxn charge i& important lo prevent the frozen charge from behig rotated 
upwards tp a i:jeight from which it tails dowri unecmroikd arsd damages the inmr ser&ee of 
the: grinding pipe. Tiiese corscer?5s arc irrelevant to fe-grsast??, 1l>e starting position aiid 
dggree of rotation of d>e vertical drtim in Siegmmm sre irrelevant to any pototiai dgmage 
caused to the drum. Thtjs, Skgmimn would not being to fead one to the 1Ift5itatbns recited m 
tm^t%6&4 Claim I . 

J^/y siso tMls to teach the limltaisons of amended Claim 1, arid the Ejsaminer has 

not aikged that .4/1/^4 docs teach anything siiBiiar, 
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ThiiS, for at Isasi jhsse reasons, Applicants respcct&Oy submit that ame5«led C^laim 1 
is; clearly <Jbti.i-;g«l$hed fjx)ni and Siegmams, Accordirsg^y, Applfesjus reqaesi. 

reconsideration and allowanc-c of asrsendcd Claim- L as well as all claims that depend 
therefrom. Also, ibr sh-nilar rsasos^s. Applicants request rscOBsideration a.t\4 sMowsRCe of 
Indepeisdent Ckims 22, 32, 3§,-as well as all chmn tb&t i&poiii tlwi-Q&mi. 

Funher, ifidependent n^cihod Claim 39 wa^> rejected by the Examiner Lmder 35 U.S.C. 
§ld2(b) as being anticipated by eacn of (a) Earie (U.S. latent 2,232,696), aod (b) SiegmamL 
According to the Exarsiner, both Em'ie- onA&i&gmann tesch devices for osciUaimg a grinding 
pspe/drum,. and isat the particular m of tMp drum In Clain? 39 k noifmhm' UmMng the 
claim, pffios Actios?, page 2). 

Although Appiieajsts # not agrei? with the r©|eate Applfcsnts hsvc ajserKied 
Clslm 39 to pasitiwly mrth«r ^stmctaral etems, as shcmr^ below. 

:3.§v A system Ibr deiaching a frqzen chargs fitsn ttie imex wall of a 
gri^nding pipe, compnsing; 

« grinding pipe mount<?d rotatably about a horizomal axis of rotation; 

a fimen charge Ibrmcd on an inner wall of the grinding pipe durij)g 
a staiidstill of the grinding pipe, t3)S imm chargs having a «jesiter of gravity 
posh:ior5ed in a sstafting posiiiOin below the horizontal axis of rot^ion; 

sneans prngram?B«d to control a drsYs device of the grindirsg pipe 
to control the angle of mtstion and the speed of rotation of the grin<lhig pipe 
having ihe frozen charge fbrmisd therein: ami 

m^m. pmgr^tnmmi to 'i^ry the speed of r&tatiou of the- grinding 
pipe by the drive dsvtee sisch diat wlisd rotational speed det^fes the 
frozen charge Irom ihe issner svafi of the gnriding pipe, whei-eiis the tneaiss 
for vss^ isg the spees^ of rotstioB of the gri^f^litsg pipe is prograsmed t p 
provide a MasituBSJ mlm P£ the assgle of rota^oii abhai the startmg 
ptisMoh smsdier thas iW- 

For exasTjpie, amended Claim 39 recites '"means prograaiMed to controi a drive 
device of the grinding pipe,, ." aod "'mesBS prograsssmed in vssry the speed of rotaiinn of 
the grinding pipe ..." Further, ai^ig^nded Claim 39 reciies froxsn eliaiie fe-rmed on an 
inner wsh of the gntsdit?g pipe during a standstill of the grinding pipe, th^ frmm <?fear|e 
te%5g a eshter of gravity poshkMsed m & &i&rtmg pmMm inUw the faorij£o»*al axis of 



12 



PA'I¥NT AFPLICAllON 
10/599,283 



rotstlds.*' Sslll fi5£thc!\ am«side<s Claim 39 rec&s^'whersm the sT?eaj5s for varying the speed 
of rotation of the giindhig pipe is programmed to proves; a maximuffi vulm of the aiigle 
of mi&iim about &e.st^rti»g |M»itt<>«. smaller ife^a. imr 

Applfca^is syfemlt fet neither E&rk mt Skgmm t<Ms;hes th^se itm?lstlom of 
a^nmded Claim 39, Th^^ss, Aecs>rdingl¥, ApplicaiTtts r^q^esr mcors^idsratfds^ and allowsrKse Of 
ameji(i©d CMm 39, a& well as ill dm that d?p<jnd iheretpm; 



illl JMMii lf ii£lilll iJ 

D«penctem Claims 2-9, \% 73m, 344^', md 40-44 were rejected tm#r 35 U.$.C. 
1103(a) as bdng UTSpatsrst^Ns; m^r AAPA. in view oi'Skgm^m. 

Dependent Cbinis 40-44 were sheeted isy fte Exsmmer OBder 35 U.S.C- §102(b) ast 
beis^g gjvtseipated by Ewk. 

Dependeiit Claims 4041 arid 43 were rejected by the Issammer vin4^ 3:5 U.S.C. 
§102Cb) as being aHikipated hy Siegmmn. 

Appiicafus submit ^hat all dependent claisns are sdlowabie at least because they 
ds?pend Irors^ the mde|^<le^t claims shown above lo be allowable. Applicant respectfuJiy 
reqoest T«cos^si<femt jdji aiid allovvance of all pciiding #pc«dOin chms. 



13 



A.FPL1CATI()N 
10/599,283 



CONCLUSION 

AppHcanis have mads an eajTsest efibrt to plaoe this case in condltsOR for aslowance m. 
lighi; of the remarks sei fesfth above, A|5pliears£s respectfbilv request reoansMejaiion of (b& 

Applkiints iUithorike the Coftunissionef &v charge 1544 for sew mdepeisdeat claims 
45 md m rn pspfjsit Aoeoum >^o. 50-487 1 of Km§ ^ SpsMsii L.L.^. App&sMs believe 
^l^are are rio olber fees due at this time, I fovveva?-, ihe Gommissmnsf is hsrelsf Mteixed to 
charge ajsiy tees neeei^sary or cmdk my Q\%rps.ymmt to Deposit Aixoant Mo> 594871 of 
K.mg& Spalding i.,,l...P. 

if there m@ any matters cos^certiing this App^iiiation tl^at may be cksmi up n & 
tetephooe convsrsatiM, pkm comact Applicants' attorney st 512^57-2030. 

Rsspsci&lly subsTsittsd. 
Attorney: Ibf Apptleii^b 

Eric M Gmbski 
Registration No. 51J49 

Date April 18, 20.11 



